BLASTING GELATINE, BALLISTITE AND
PROGRESSIVE-POWDER
Lord Justice Kaye pointed out that Nobel's discovery involved a
really important new principle, and that two clever chemists,
having carefully read through the specification, had, by using the
same materials, although in a slightly different manner, produced
precisely the same result. His Lordship would gladly have been
able to reach a conclusion by which it would not have been possible
to deprive Mr. Nobel of the benefit of his patent.
To this the Attorney-General responded: " Upon our con-
struction we do not take away anything from him. I do not wish
to be misunderstood. ... I do not wish to run down Mr. Nobel
in this matter at all/' Lord Justice Kaye : " I do not think you
could, if you tried, because it seems to me what you have done is
the greatest possible compliment to Mr. Nobel/'
Nevertheless, Lord Justice Kaye felt himself bound to join with
the other judges on technical grounds to uphold the judgment
against the plaintiffs. The same judgment was confirmed in 1895
by the House of Lords.
The result of the case produced some very strong comment in
the press, and both the War Office and the Government were
subjected to exceedingly severe criticism in many quarters.*
. Alfred Nobel bitterly resented the verdict, a fact which may
have severely affected his health. The actual loss of money was a
comparatively subordinate consideration; he grieved above all at
the injustice he had suffered, as well as at what he felt to be a
disgraceful lack of appreciation of his achievements as a discoverer,
a matter on which he was always somewhat sensitive. He thought
* The case aroused considerable public feeling at the time. An interesting leading
article appeared after the first trial in The Times of I5th February, 1894. Mr, Campbell
Bannerman, answering a question in the House of Commons, said that the Government
•were anxious that Mr. Nobel should have every consideration.
In the House of Lords the Lord Chancellor had little to say beyond conjErming the
judgment of the Court of Appeal, and the other judges sitting with him simply
concurred in his opinion. Mr. Justice Homer's judgment is given in Appendix I.
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